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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[OPP-30000/52;  FRL-3449-5] 

Chlordimefortn;  Proposed  Decision 
Not  To  Initiate  a  Special  Review 

agency;  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

action:  Notice:  Proposed  Decision  Not 
to  Initiate  a  Special  Review. 

summary:  a  preliminary  notification  to 
chlordimeform  registrants  of  the 
Agency's  intention  to  commence  a 
Special  Review  was  issued  in  mid- 
September  1985  based  on  evidence  that 
chlordimeform  induced  oncogenic 
effects  in  laboratory  animals.  The  draft 
Registration  Standard  was  made 
available  for  public  comment  in  January 
1986;  in  the  draft  Registration  Standard, 
the  Agency  indicated  its  intention  to  put 
chlordimeform  in  the  Special  Review 
process.  On  February  19, 1988,  both 
chlordimeform  registrants,  the  Ciba- 
Geigy  Corporation  (“Ciba-Geigy”)  and 
the  Nor-Am  Chemical  Company  (“Nor- 
Am”),  advised  the  Agency  that  they 
would  voluntarily  cancel  all 
chlordimeform  registrations  effective 
February  19, 1989.  Both  companies  have 
amended  their  registrations  so  as  to 
terminate  those  registrations  on 
February  19, 1989.  The  expiration  of 
these  registrations  will  result  in  a 
cancellation  which  will  prohibit  all  sale, 
distribution  and  use  of  chlordimeform 
after  February  19, 1989.  Based  on  this 
action,  the  Agency  is  proposing  not  to 
initiate  a  Special  Review  of 
chlordimeform  at  this  time  and  is 
requesting  comment  on  this  action, 
especially  in  regard  to  the  prohibition 
against  further  sale,  distribution,  and 
use  of  chlordimeform  after  February  19, 
1989. 

DATE:  Comments  and  other  relevant 
information  on  the  proposed  decision 
not  to  initiate  special  review  announced 
in  this  Notice  must  be  received  on  or 
before  December  19, 1988. 

ADDRESS:  Submit  three  sets  of  written 
comments  bearing  the  document  control 
number  “OPP-30000/52  by  mail  to: 
Information  Services  Section,  Program 
Management  and  Support  Division  (TS- 
757C),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M.  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460.  In 
person,  bring  comments  to:  Room  236, 
Costal  Mall  #2, 1921  Jefferson  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington,  VA. 

Information  submitted  in  any 
comment  or  response  concerning  this 
Notice  may  be  claimed  confidential  by 
marking  any  part  or  all  of  that 
information  as  “Conffdential  Business 


Information”  (CBI).  Information  so 
marked  will  not  be  disclosed  except  in 
accordance  with  procedures  set  forth  in 
40  CFR  Part  2.  A  copy  of  the  comment 
that  does  not  contain  CBI  must  be 
submitted  for  inclusion  in  the  public 
record.  Information  not  marked 
confidential  may  be  disclosed  publicly 
by  EPA  without  prior  notice  to  the 
submitter.  A  public  docket  containing  all 
non-CBI  written  Rm.  236  at  the  Virginia 
address  given  above,  from  8  a.m.  to  4 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday,  except 
legal  holidays. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

By  mail: 

Paul  Parsons,  Registration  Division  (TS- 
767C),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M.  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460. 
Office  location  and  telephone  number 
Rm.  1006,  Crystal  Mall  #2, 1921 
Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Arlington, 
VA,  (703-557-1632). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
Notice  has  ffve  imits.  Unit  I  is  the 
Introduction.  Unit  II  summarizes  the 
Agency's  risk  concerns  about 
chlordimeform.  Unit  III  briefly  discusses 
the  comments  received  in  response  to 
the  notification  to  registrants  that  the 
Agency  was  considering  initiating  a 
Special  Review.  Unit  IV  sets  forth  the 
Agency's  decision  not  to  initiate  the 
Special  Review  of  chlordimeform.  Unit 
V  describes  the  comment  opportunities 
and  announces  the  availability  of  the 
public  docket. 

I.  Introduction 

A.  Description  of  Chlordimeform 

Chlordimeform  is  the  common  name 
for  N'-(4-Chloro-o-tolyl)  -N,  N- 
dimethylformamidine.  Chlordimeform 
hydrochloride  is  the  common  name  for 
N'-(4-Chloro-o-tolyl)-N,N- 
dimethylformamidine  hydrochloride. 

The  two  most  common  trade  names  are 
Galecron®  (Ciba-Geigy)  and  Fundal* 
(Nor-Am).  Both  Ciba-Geigy  and  Nor-Am 
are  registrants  of  technical 
chlordimeform  and  chlordimeform 
hydrochloride. 

Chlordimeform,  an  insecticide,  is  used 
to  control  Heliothis  spp.  both  in  the  egg 
stage  and  in  the  larval  stage.  While 
there  are  many  chemicals  available  for 
use  as  larvicides,  chlordimeform  is  one 
of  three  products  registered  as  an 
ovicide  for  Heliothis  spp.  control. 
Chlordimeform  products  are  also 
registered  as  yield  enhancers  for  all 
cotton  growing  areas  with  claims  that  its 
use,  following  specified  label  directions, 
has  resulted  in  cotton  yields  above  that 
expected  from  insect  control. 


B.  Legal  Background 

A  pesticide  product  may  be  sold  or 
distributed  in  the  United  States  only  if  it 
is  registered  or  exempt  from  registration 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide 
and  Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA),  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  136  et  seq.).  Before  a 
product  can  be  unconditionally 
registered  it  must  be  shown  that  it  can 
be  used  without  “unreasonable  adverse 
effects  on  the  environment."  (FIFRA 
section  3(c)(5)).  The  term  “unreasonable 
adverse  effects  on  the  environment"  is 
defined  in  FIFRA  section  2(bb)  as  “any 
unreasonable  risk  to  man  or  the 
environment,  taking  into  account  the 
economic,  social,  and  environmental 
costs  and  benefits  of  the  use  of  any 
pesticide."  The  burden  of  proving  that  a 
pesticide  meets  this  standard  for 
registration  is,  at  all  times,  on  the 
proponent  of  initial  or  continued 
registration.  If  at  any  time  the  Agency 
determines  that  a  pesticide  no  longer 
meets  this  standard,  the  Administrator 
may  cancel  this  registration  under 
section  6  of  FIFRA. 

The  Special  Review  process  provides 
a  mechanism  to  permit  public 
participation  in  EPA's  deliberations 
prior  to  issuance  of  any  Notice  of  Final 
Determination  describing  the  regulatory 
action  which  the  Administrator  has 
selected.  The  Special  Review  process, 
which  was  previously  called  the 
Rebuttable  Presumption  Against 
Registration  (RPAR)  process,  is 
described  in  40  CFR  Part  154,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  November  25, 
1985  (50  FR  49015). 

The  Special  Review  process  is 
commenced  by  the  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  notification  to  registrants 
and  applicants  for  registration  pursuant 
to  40  CFR  154.21  that  the  Agency  is 
considering  commencing  a  Special 
Review.  If  the  Agency  determines,  after 
issuance  of  a  notification  pursuant  to  40 
CFR  154.21,  that  it  will  not  conduct  a 
Special  Review,  it  is  required  under  40 
CFR  154.23  to  issue  a  proposed  decision 
to  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
That  regulation  requires  that  a  period  of 
not  less  than  30  days  be  provided  for 
public  comment  on  the  proposed 
decision  not  to  conduct  a  Special 
Review.  Subsequent  to  receipt  and 
evaluation  of  comments  on  the  proposed 
decision  not  to  conduct  a  Special 
Review,  the  Administrator  is  required 
by  40  CFR  154.25  to  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  his  final  decision 
regarding  whether  or  not  a  Special 
Review  will  be  conducted. 
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C.  Regulatory  History 

Chlordimeform  was  first  registered  in 
1968  for  use  on  apples.  Between  1968 
and  1976  use  on  several  more  crops  was 
authorized,  including  cotton.  In  1976  the 
registrants  voluntarily  withdrew 
chlordimeform  from  die  market  based 
on  results  of  a  chronic  mouse  study 
showing  that  chlordimeform  caused 
malignant  tumors. 

Chlordimeform  was  reintroduced  to 
the  market  in  1978  with  only  the  cotton 
use  on  the  label.  At  that  time,  extensive 
protective  clothing  measures  were 
required  as  well  as  requirements  for 
mixing  and  loading  in  closed  systems, 
reduced  application  rates,  restricted  use 
classification,  and  training  for  workers. 
Registrants  were  also  required  to 
implement  a  worker  urine  monitoring 
program.  Following  the  reintroduction  of 
chlordimeform  the  Agency  received 
additional  positive  mouse  cancer  studies 
on  chlordimeform  and  its  metabolites. 

On  September  15, 1985,  the  Agency 
issued  a  preliminary  notification  to  the 
registrants  of  chlordimeform  based  on 
evidence  that  chlordimeform  caused 
tumors  in  laboratory  animals.  On 
January  15, 1986,  a  ^aft  Registration 
Standard  for  chlordimeform  was  issued 
for  public  comment.  This  document 
notified  the  public  that  the  Agency 
would  initiate  a  Special  Review  and 
invited  comments  from  registrants  and 
other  interested  parties.  Public  comment 
on  the  draft  Registration  Standard  was 
initiated  because  there  was  a 
substantially  complete  chronic  health 
data  base  for  chlordimeform  (40  CFR 
155.34).  The  Agency  decided  not  to  issue 
a  Federal  Register  notice  announcing 
initiation  of  a  Special  Review  but  to 
proceed  directly  to  a  Notice  of 
Preliminary  Determination.  The  Notice 
of  Preliminary  Determination  sets  forth 
both  the  risks  and  the  benefits  of  the 
chemical,  analyzes  the  risks  and 
benefits,  discusses  regulatory  options 
for  reducing  risk,  and  proposes  a 
regulatory  action.  The  Agency  was 
preparing  a  Notice  of  Preliminary 
Determination  when,  prior  to  formal 
initiation  of  a  Special  Review,  on 
February  19, 1988,  Ciba-Geigy  and  Nor- 
Am,  the  only  registrants  of 
chlordimeform,  requested  voluntary 
cancellation  of  all  products  containing 


chlordimeform,  effective  February  19, 

1989.  Both  companies  announced  their 
intent  to  discontinue  sale  and 
distribution  after  the  1988  cotton¬ 
growing  season,  about  October  1, 1988; 
they  expect  existing  stocks,  about  the 
same  amount  as  they  sold  last  year,  to 
be  used  up  by  then.  Both  companies  also 
stated  that  they  will  recall  any  unused 
stocks  down  to  the  user  level,  and  will 
dispose  of  these  recalled  stocks.  Both 
companies  requested  immediate 
withdrawal  of  all  tolerances  except  for 
cotton;  they  requested  the  withdrawal  of 
the  cotton  related  tolerances  effective 
December  31, 1990.  The  Agency  has 
approved  amendments  submitted  by 
both  companies  which  place  a 
termination  date  of  February  19, 1989  on 
their  chlordimeform  registrations. 

This  Notice  annoimces  that,  for  the 
reasons  explained  in  Unit  IV,  the 
Agency  is  proposing  not  to  proceed  with 
the  Special  Review  based  on  the 
companies’  voluntary  cancellations.  The 
Agency  will  cancel  Ciba-Geigy’ s  and 
Nor-Am’s  chlordimeform  registrations 
on  February  19, 1989,  and  will  prohibit 
any  further  sale,  distribution,  and  use 
after  that  date. 

II.  Risk  Concerns 

A.  Oncogenic  Risks 

1.  Preliminary  notification.  A  private 
notification,  which  began  the  pre- 
Special  Review  process,  was  sent  to 
chlordimeform  registrants  because  of 
Agency  concerns  that  chlordimeform 
exceeded  the  risk  criterion  for 
oncogenicity  now  specified  in  40  CFR 
154.7(a)(2).  This  concern  is  specifically 
based  on  four  mouse  oncogenicity 
studies  which  demonstrate  significant 
dose-related  increases  in  tumor  rates  in 
male  and  female  mice.  These  studies  are 
discussed  at  length  in  the  draft 
Chlordimeform  Registration  Standard, 
which  can  be  obtained  from  the  address 
given  above  for  “FURTHER 
INFORMATION.’’ 

The  Agency  also  reviewed  about  50 
mutagenicity  studies  involving  the 
parent  chlordimeform  and  two 
metabolites,  N-formyl-4-chloro-o- 
toluidine  and  4-chloro-o-toluidine  (5- 
CAT).  Most  of  these  studies  indicated 
that  the  unmetabolized  parent 
compound  was  not  mutagenic.  However, 


metabolism  of  the  parent  compound 
produced  the  N-formyl  metabolite  which 
was  considered  to  be  moderately 
mutagenic  and  the  4-chloro-o-toluidine 
metabolite  which  was  considered  the 
most  strongly  mutagenic.  Since  the 
oncogenic  potencies  also  are  greater  in 
the  4-chloro-o-toluidine  metabolite  than 
in  the  parent  compound,  the  Agency 
believes  the  mutagenicity  data  are 
consistent  with  the  conclusion  that 
chlordimeform  is  a  probable  human 
carcinogen. 

The  use  of  mutagenicity  data  as  an 
indicator  of  oncogenic  potential  is  based 
on  a  generally  accepted  hypothesis  that 
an  alteration  of  genetic  material  in 
affected  ceils  is  related  directly  or 
indirectly  to  tumorigenesis.  The 
Agency’s  risk  assessment  guidelines  (51 
FR  33992,  September  24, 1986)  formally 
recognize  mutagenicity  tests  for  point 
mutations,  numerical  and  structural 
chromosome  aberrations,  DNA  damage/ 
repair  and  in  vitro  transformation  as 
supportive  evidence  of  carcinogenicity. 

2.  New  information.  After  the  private 
notification  to  registrants,  the  Agency 
received  preliminary  findings  from  a 
retrospective  mortality  study  of  German 
production  workers  which  suggests  4- 
chloro-o-toluidine  (5-CAT),  a  metabolite 
of  chlordimeform  which  has  been 
detected  in  the  urine  of  exposed 
agricultural  workers,  may  induce 
bladder  cancer  in  humans.  The 
metabolite  5-CAT  belongs  to  a  class  of 
organic  chemicals,  the  substituted 
anilines,  many  members  of  which  have 
been  identified  as  carcinogenic. 

3.  Classification.  Based  on  animal 
data,  EPA  concluded  that  there  is 
sufficient  experimental  evidence  to 
classify  chlordimeform  as  a  B2  or 
probable  human  carcinogen,  pursuant  to 
Agency  risk  assessment  guidelines.  The 
human  data  support  the  classification  of 
chlordimeform  as  a  probable  human 
carcinogen. 

B.  Exposure 

Exposure  estimates  for  chlordimeform 
were  developed  using  data  from  Ciba 
Geigy/Nor-Am  urine  monitoring  studies 
and  the  Agency’s  surrogate  data  base. 
Table  1  compares  these  exposure 
values. 


Table  1  .—Estimates  of  Daily  Absorbed  Dose  for  Mixer/Loaders 


EPA  surrogate  dermal  data 


EPA  analysts  of  urirre  data 


Ciba's  analysis  of  urine  data 


0.023  mg/kg 


0.006  mg/kg. 


Ciba's  formula  using  agency 
assumptions 


0.1  mg/kg. 


0.013  mg/kg 
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These  estimated  values  for  absorbed 
dose  vary  by  little  more  than  an  order  of 
magnitude.  The  variations  in  values  are 
not  viewed  as  signiHcant  and  in  fact 
represent  a  reasonable  agreement 
between  the  dermal  surrogate  data  and 
urine  data  and  support  the  level  of 
conHdence  in  the  exposure 
determinations.  A  detailed  exposure 
analysis  is  contained  in  the  public 
docket. 

C.  Applicator  Risk 

The  Agency  concluded  that  the  most 
appropriate  potency  value  for  the  parent 
compound  with  regard  to  mixer/loader/ 
applicator  risk  is  0.94  (mg/kg/day)~*. 

Tliis  value  was  chosen  because  it 
represents  the  geometric  mean  of  cancer 
potency  estimates  for  males  and  females 
based  on  the  benign  hemangiomas  and 
malignant  hemangioendotheliomas 
observed  in  the  mouse  oncogenicity 
studies.  The  geometric  mean  is  used  in 
cases  where  one  sex  appears  to  be  no 
more  sensitive  than  the  other  sex,  as  is 
the  case  with  chlordimeform. 

After  considering  the  data  related  to 
exposure  and  oncogenicity,  the  Agency 
developed  risk  estimates  for  agricultural 
workers.  Table  2  summarizes  the  risk 
estimates  for  workers,  mixer/loaders, 
and  scouts.  The  exposure  value  used  in 
the  risk  calculation  for  mixer/loaders 
(0.023  mg/kg/working  day)  was  the 
absorbed  dose  value  calculated  by  the 
Agency  based  on  adjustments  to  ^e 
urine  data  base.  Risk  estimates  for 
mixer/loaders  based  on  the  Ciba/Nor- 
Am  urine  data  are  consistent  with  those 
risk  estimates  based  on  the  Agency's 
surrogate  dermal  data  base,  (10~’).  The 
risk  estimates  are  for  the  upper  95 
percent  confidence  level.  For  the 
purposes  of  conducting  risk 
assessments,  the  Agency  traditionally 
assumes  a  life  expectancy  of  70  years.  In 
addition,  the  Agency  traditionally 
assumes  agricultural  workers  have  a  35- 
year  working  lifetime.  These  values 
were  used  in  calculating  the  risk 
estimates  below. 


Table  2.— Lifetime  Cancer  Risks  for 
Appucators  Exposed  To  Chlordime¬ 
form 


EPA 

surrogate 

data 

Urirte  data 
agertcy 
corrections' 

io-» 

10-* 

Pilots . 

10-* 

Flaggers . 

io-« 

Scouts ' . 

10-* 

>  Not  presented  in  the  draft  Registration  Standard. 


D.  Dietary  Risk 

Dietary  exposure  to  chlordimeform 
and  its  metabolites  results  from 
consuming  cotton  seed  oil  and  meal, 
meat,  poultry,  eggs,  and  milk  and  other 
dairy  products  containing  residues  of 
these  compounds.  It  appears,  however, 
that  the  greatest  source  of  dietary 
exposure  is  likely  to  be  from  milk. 
Assuming  that  most  of  the  cottonseed 
used  for  feed  remains  in  the  region 
where  it  was  produced  and  the  same  is 
true  for  milk,  the  highest  dietary 
exposure  will  be  in  the  region  with  the 
hipest  chlordimeform  use  per  person.  In 
the  case  of  chlordimeform,  this  would  be 
the  Mississippi  Delta  region  (AL,  AR, 

LA,  MS,  TN).  Dietary  exposure  is 
estimated  to  be  7.0X10"*  mg/kg/day  for 
people  living  in  the  Delta.  There  are  no 
data  available  showing  the  proportion  of 
chlordimeform  and  its  metabolites 
which  are  in  various  food  substances. 
Therefore,  the  Agency  concluded  that  it 
would  be  reasonable  to  estimate 
potency  for  dietary  exposures  by  using 
the  geometric  mean  of  the  Qi*’s  (a 
measure  of  oncogenic  potency)  for 
chlordimeform  and  the  two  metabolites 
tested  for  oncogenicity,  N-formyl-4- 
chloro-o-toluidine  and  4-chloro-o- 
toluidine.  Using  these  potency  estimates, 
a  dietary  cancer  potency  (Qi*)  of  1,3 
(mg/kg/day)~*  was  calculated. 

Using  the  Qi*  and  exposure  estimate 
above,  risk  was  calculated  to  be  about 
10"''  for  people  living  in  the  Delta.  This 
value  will  vary  depending  on  local  use 
and  dietary  patterns. 

m.  Comments  on  Preliminary 
Notification  and  Draft  Registration 
Standard 

Ciba-Geigy  and  Nor-Am  responded  to 
numerous  issues  related  to  the  studies 
reviewed  by  the  Agency  and  cited  in  the 
draft  Registration  Standard  and  the 
preliminary  notification  of  intent  to 
initiate  a  special  review.  The  registrants’ 
comments,  which  mostly  concern 
estimated  exposures,  and  the  Agency’s 
responses  can  be  found  in  the  public 
docket.  The  Agency  agrees  witii  many  of 
the  comments.  However,  even  where  the 
Agency  has  revised  its  position  because 
of  comments,  the  estimated  risks  from 
exposure  to  chlordimeform  do  not 
change  significantly. 

IV.  Agency’s  Proposed  Decision 
Regarding  Special  Review 

Both  chlordimeform  registrants  have 
requested  that  all  of  their  chlordimeform 
registrations  be  cancelled  effective 
February  19, 1989,  and  that  all 
chlordimeform  tolerances  be  withdrawn 
(non-cotton  related  tolerances  as  soon 
as  possible,  cotton  related  tolerances  on 


December  31, 1990).  Pursuant  to  the 
termination  dates  now  contained  in  the 
registration,  the  Agency  will  cancel  the 
registrations  as  of  February  19, 1989, 
and  in  a  concurrent  Federal  Register 
action,  is  proposing  to  revoke  all  non¬ 
cotton  related  tolerances.  The  Agency  is 
reviewing  the  request  to  revoke  all 
cotton  related  tolerances  on  December 
31, 1990  and  will  be  publishing  a 
proposed  notice  to  revoke  these 
tolerances  at  the  appropriate  time.  Both 
registrants  have  indicated  they  will  not 
be  marketing  chlordimeform  after  the 
1988  cotton  season,  around  the 
beginning  of  October  1988.  Both 
registrants  have  also  indicated  that  they 
will  recall  all  existing  stocks  of 
chlordimeform  after  the  1988  cotton 
season.  Both  registrants  have  indicated 
that  they  intend  to  market  about  the 
same  amount  of  chlordimeform  in  1988 
as  in  1987,  that  is,  about  one  season’s 
worth  of  pesticide.  The  Agency  will 
prohibit  the  sale,  distribution,  and  use  of 
chlordimeform  immediately  after  the 
effective  date  of  the  cancellation.  The 
Agency  particularly  invites  comments 
on  the  appropriateness  of  this 
determination  with  regard  to  any  stocks 
that  might  exist  after  Feb.  19, 1989. 

'While  the  Agency  has  concerns  about 
the  risks  associated  with  chlordimeform 
use  on  cotton,  it  does  not  propose  to 
initiate  a  Special  Review  of 
chlordimeform  because  all  use,  and 
therefore  exposure,  will  end  when  all 
registrations  are  cancelled.  The 
cancellations  will  become  effective 
automatically  on  February  19, 1989.  The 
Agency  has  acted  in  reliance  on  the 
voluntary  cancellation  by  proposing 
revocation  of  non-cotton  tolerances  and 
by  proposing  not  to  initiate  a  Special 
Review. 

Since  the  Agency  would  need  at  least 
nine  months  to  complete  a  Special 
Review  and  that  period  could  be 
extended  from  nine  months  to  three 
years  if  a  hearing  were  requested,  the 
voluntary  cancellations  will  become 
effective  before  the  Agency  would  be 
able  to  take  any  regulatory  actions 
pursuant  to  the  Special  Review  process. 
In  addition,  by  not  initiating  a  Special 
Review,  the  Agency  will  be  able  to  use 
its  limited  resources  where  they  will 
have  the  greatest  effect  in  protecting  the 
environment.  In  this  instance,  the  public 
health  will  best  be  protected  by  the 
voluntary  actions  of  the  registrants  since 
exposure  to  chlordimeform  will  continue 
for  a  shorter  period  than  if  the  Agency 
were  to  conduct  a  Special  Review  of 
chlordimeform. 
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V.  Public  Record 

The  Agency  is  providing  a  90-day 
period  to  comment  on  this  Notice. 
Comments  must  be  submitted  by 
December  19, 1988.  All  comments  and 
information  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  address  given  in  this 
Notice  under  ADDRESS.  The  comments 
and  information  should  bear  the 
identifying  notation  ‘'OPP-30000/52”. 
After  receipt  and  evaluation  of 
comments  on  this  Notice,  the  Agency 
will  publish  a  final  decision  in  Ae 
Federal  Register  regarding  whether  or 
not  a  Special  Review  will  be  conducted. 
The  Agency  has  established  a  public 
record  (public  docket  #30000/52)  for  the 
chiordimeform  Special  Review.  Tliis 
public  record  includes: 

1.  This  Notice. 

2.  The  draft  Registration  Standard. 

3.  Any  other  notices  pertinent  to  the 
chiordimeform  Special  Revie  »v 


4.  Documents  and  copies  of  written 
comments  submitted  to  the  Agency  in 
response  to  the  pre-Special  Review 
registrant  notification,  the  draft 
Registration  Standard,  this  Notice,  and 
any  other  notice  regarding 
chiordimeform  submitted  at  any  time 
during  the  chiordimeform  Special 
Review  process  by  any  person  outside 
government. 

5.  Analysis  of  comments  received  in 
response  to  the  draft  Registration 
Standard  and  the  preliminary 
notification  to  registrants. 

6.  Memoranda  describing  each 
meeting  between  Agency  personnel  and 
any  person  outside  government  which 
concerns  a  chiordimeform  Special 
Review  decision. 

7.  Comments,  documents,  proposals  or 
other  materials  concerning  the 
chiordimeform  Special  Review 


submitted  by  any  person  or  party 
outside  government. 

8.  A  current  index  of  materials  in  the 
public  docket. 

Information  for  which  a  claim  of  CBI 
has  been  asserted  will  not,  however,  be 
put  in  the  public  docket.  The  docket  and 
index  will  be  available  for  inspection 
and  copying  from  8  a.m.  to  4  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  legal 
holidays,  at  the  following  location: 
Program  Management  and  Support 
Division,  Rm.  238,  Crystal  Mall  #2, 1921 
Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Arlington,  VA. 

Dated:  August  29, 1988. 

Victor  ).  Kimm, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticides 
and  Toxic  Substances. 

[FR  Doc.  88-21264  Piled  9-16-88;  8:45  am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  180 

[OPP-300178;  FRL-3449-6] 

Chtordlmeform;  Revocation  and 
Amendment  of  Tolerances 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  document  proposes  (1) 
the  revocation  of  tolerances  for 
combined  residues  of  the  insecticide 
chlordimeform  (iV-(4-chloro-o-tolyl)- 
A/',N-dimethylformamidine)  and  its 
metabolities  containing  the  4-chloro-o- 
toluidine  moiety  (calculated  as  the 
insecticide)  from  application  of  the 
insecticide  as  the  bee  base  or  as  the 
hydrochloride  salt  in  or  on  various  raw 
agricultural  commodities,  and  (2)  the 
amendment  of  the  existing  tolerances 
for  residues  in  or  on  meat,  fat,  and  meat 
byproducts  of  cattle,  goats,  hogs,  horses, 
and  sheep.  These  proposed  actions  are 
being  initiated  by  EPA  to  remove  most 
tolerances  for  residues  of  a  pesticide  for 
which  registered  food  uses  other  than  on 
cotton  have  been  voluntarily  cancelled 
by  the  registrants,  and  to  amend 
(reduce]  other  tolerances  affected  by 
these  cancellations. 

DATE:  Written  comments,  identified  by 
the  document  control  number  (OPP- 
300178),  must  be  received  on  or  before 
November  18, 1988. 

ADDRESS:  By  mail,  submit  comments  to: 
Public  Docket  and  Freedom  of 
Information  Section,  Field  Operations 
Division,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460 
In  person,  deliver  comments  to:  Rm.  246, 
CM  #2, 1921  Jefferson  Davis  Highway, 
Arlington,  VA 

Information  submitted  as  a  comment 
concerning  this  dociunent  may  be 
claimed  confidential  by  marking  any 
part  or  all  of  that  information  as 
“Confidential  Business  Information” 
(CBI).  Information  so  marked  will  not  be 
disclosed  except  in  accordance  with 
procedures  set  forth  in  40  CFR  Part  2.  A 
copy  of  the  comment  that  does  not 
contain  CBI  must  be  submitted  for 
inclusion  in  the  public  record. 
Information  not  marked  confidential 
may  be  disclosed  publicly  by  EPA 
without  prior  notice.  All  written 
comments  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  in  Rm.  246  at  the  add^ss 
given  above,  from  8  a  jn.  to  4  pjn., 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  legal 
holidays. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

By  mail: 

Patricia  Critchlow,  Registration  Division 
(TS-767C),  Environmental  Protection 
Agency.  401  M  Street  SW., 

Washington,  DC  20460 
Office  location  and  telephone  number 
Registration  Support  and  Emergency 
Response  Branch  Rm.  716,  CM  #2, 

1921  Jefferson  Davis  Highway, 
Arlington,  VA,  (703)-557-1806 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
registrants  of  the  pesticide  chemical 
chlordimeform  voluntarily  cancelled 
their  registrations  for  use  on  all  food 
crops,  except  cotton,  in  the  late  1970*8 
and  early  1980’s.  (Cottonseed  and  " 
cottonseed  byproducts  are  food  and 
animal  feed  commodities  which  require 
tolerances  for  pesticide  residues;  thus, 
the  growing  crop  is  defined  as  a  food 
crop.) 

Because  chlordimeform  is  no  longer 
registered  for  use  on  any  food  crops 
except  cotton  and  because  a  tolerance  is 
generally  not  necessary  for  a  pesticide 
chemical  which  is  not  registered  for  the 
particular  food  use,  EPA  now  proposes 
to  revoke  the  tolerances  listed  in  40  CFR 
180.285  for  combined  residues  of 
chlordimeform  and  its  metabolites 
containing  the  4-chloro-o-toluidine 
moiety  in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural 
commodities  apples,  broccoli,  brussels 
sprouts,  cabbage,  cauliflower,  cherries, 
nectarines,  peaches,  pears,  plums  (fi«sh 
prunes),  tomatoes,  and  walnuts. 

Because  chlordimeform  is  not 
persistent  and  because  its  registrations 
for  use  as  an  insecticide  on  die  named 
crops  were  cancelled  more  than  4  years 
ago,  there  is  no  anticipation  of  residues 
in  these  crops  because  of  environmental 
contamination.  Consequendy,  action 
levels  will  not  be  recommended  to 
replace  the  tolerances  when  they  are 
revoked. 

Cotton  products  are  used  as  animal 
feed;  consequendy,  chlordimeform 
residues  in  cottonseed  and  other  cotton 
products  (e.g.,  hulls,  meal,  soapstock) 
may  result  in  residues  occurring  in  eggs, 
milk,  and  meat,  fat,  and  meat 
byproducts  of  cattle,  goats,  hogs,  horses, 
poultry,  and  sheep.  Thus,  the  agency  is 
not  proposing  to  revoke  the  tolerances 
in  these  animal  products  so  long  as  the 
use  on  cotton  remains  registered. 

However,  because  registrations  have 
been  cancelled  for  some  animal  feed 
items,  pesticide  residue  intake  for 
animals  should  have  decreased  in  recent 
years.  Based  on  a  catde  diet  containing 
chlordimeform  residues  only  from  cotton 
products  (cottonseed,  cottonseed  hulls, 
and  cottonseed  soapstock)  and  a  cattle 
feeding  study  submitted  in  1972,  the 
Agency  has  concluded  that  residues  of 


chlordimeform  and  its  metabolites  are 
not  likely  to  exceed  0.1  ppm  in  the  meatr 
fat,  and  meat  byproducts  of  cattle,  goats, 
hogs,  horses,  and  sheep.  Therefore.  EPA 
is  proposing  to  reduce  the  existing 
tolerances  of  0.25  ppm  for  these  animal 
commodities  to  0.1  ppm. 

No  poultry  metabolism  study  is 
available.  However,  based  on  a  poultry 
diet  containing  chlordimeform  residues 
only  from  cotton  products  (cottonseed 
meal  and  soapstock]  and  a  poultry 
feeding  study  submitted  in  1972,  EPA 
has  concluded  that  the  current  tolerance 
of  0.25  ppm  for  chlorimeform  residues  in 
the  meat,  fat,  and  meat  byproducts  of 
poultry  should  continue  unchanged. 

The  current  tolerances  for  residues  in 
milk  and  in  eggs  (0i)5  ppm)  are  at 
approximately  the  limits  of  detection  of 
the  analytical  method.  Therefore,  EPA  is 
not  proposing  to  amend  these 
tolerances. 

Elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register,  EPA  is  publishing  a  related 
proposed  rule  (OPP-300177)  which 
would  revoke  the  food  additive 
tolerances  in  40  CFR  185.750  for  the 
combined  residues  of  chlordimeform  in 
or  on  dried  prunes  and  in  40  CFR  186.750 
for  the  combined  residues  in  the  animal 
feed  dried  apple  pomace. 

On  February  19, 1988,  the  registrants 
of  chlordimeform,  Ciba-Geigy 
Corporation  and  Nor-Am  Chemical 
Company,  advised  the  Agency  that  they 
would  voluntarily  cancel  all 
chlordimeform  registrations  effective 
February  19, 1989.  The  cancellations  will 
become  automatically  effective  on 
February  19, 1989,  and  are  irrevocable. 
The  registrants  also  requested  that 
cotton  related  tolerances  be  withdrawn 
on  December  31, 1990.  The  Agency  is 
reviewing  that  request  and  will  be 
publishing  a  proposed  notice  to  revoke 
cotton  related  tolerances  at  the 
appropriate  time. 

Based  on  the  voluntary  cancellation 
actions  the  Agency  is  also  concurrently 
publishing  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
proposed  decision  not  to  initiate  a 
Special  Review  of  chlordimeform. 

Any  person  who  has  registered  or 
submitted  an  application  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act,  as  amended,  for  the 
registration  of  a  pesticide  which 
contains  chlordimeform  may  request 
within  30  days  after  publication  of 
revoke  certain  chlordimeform  tolerances 
and  to  amend  certain  others,  listed  in  40 
CFR  180.285,  be  referred  to  an  advisory 
committee  in  accordance  with  section 
408(e)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  this 
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proposal  to  revoke  or  amend  certain 
tolerances  listed  in  40  CFR  180.285  for 
residues  of  chlordimeform.  Comments 
must  bear  a  notation  indicating  the 
document  control  number,  [OPP- 
300178].  Three  copies  of  the  comments 
should  be  submitted  to  facilitate  the 
work  of  the  Agency  and  of  others 
interested  in  reviewing  the  comments. 

All  written  comments  filed  pursuant  to 
this  notice  will  be  available  for  public  ' 
inspection  in  Rm.  246,  CM  #2, 1921 
Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Arlington,  VA, 
between  8  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  legal  holidays. 

In  order  to  satisfy  requirements  for 
analysis  as  specified  by  Executive  Order 
12291  and  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act, 
the  Agency  has  analyzed  the  costs  and 
benefits  of  this  proposal.  This  analysis 
is  available  for  public  inspection  in  Rm. 
246,  at  the  address  given  above. 

Executive  Order  12291 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  the 
Agency  must  determine  whether  a 
proposed  regulatory  action  is  “major” 
and  therefore  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  a  Regulatory  Impact 
Analysis.  The  Agency  has  determined 
that  this  proposed  rule  is  not  a  major 
regulatory  action,  i.e.,  it  will  not  have  an 
annual  effect  on  the  economy  of  at  least 
$100  million,  will  not  cause  a  major 
increase  in  prices,  and  will  not  have  a 
significant  adverse  effect  on  competition 
or  the  ability  of  U.S.  enterprises  to 
compete  with  foreign  enterprises. 

This  proposed  rule  has  been  reviewed 
by  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  as  required  by  E.0. 12291. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

This  proposed  rule  has  been  reviewed 
under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of 
1980  (Pub.  L.  96-354;  94  Stat.  1164,  5 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.],  and  it  has  been 
determined  that  it  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  businesses, 
small  governments,  or  small 
organizations. 

This  regulatory  action  is  intended  to 
prevent  the  sale  of  foodstuffs  primarily 
where  the  subject  pesticide  has  been 
used  in  an  unregistered  or  illegal 
manner.  Because  all  registrations  for  use 
of  chlordimeform  on  food  crops  except 
cotton  were  cancelled  more  than  4  years 
ago,  the  Agency  anticipates  that  little  or 
no  economic  impact  would  occur  at  any 
level  of  business  enterprise  if  these 
tolerances  were  revoked. 

Accordingly,  I  certify  that  this 
regulatory  action  does  not  require  a 
separate  regulatory  flexibility  analysis 
under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 


List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  180 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Agricultural  commodities. 
Pesticides  and  pests.  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

Dated:  August  24, 1988. 

Victor  |.  Kimm, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticides  and 
Toxic  Substances. 

Therefore,  it  is  proposed  that  40  CFR 
Part  180  be  amended  as  follows: 

PART  180— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  40  CFR 
Part  180  continues  to  read  as  follows; 

Authority:  21  U.S.C.  346a. 

2.  Section  180.285  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  180.285  Chlordimeform;  tolerances  for 
residues. 

Tolerances  are  established  for 
combined  residues  of  the  insecticide 
chlordimeform  [A/’-(4-chloro-o-tolyl}- 
A/'.A/’-dimethyl-formadine]  and  its 
metabolites  containing  the  4-chloro-o- 
toluidine  moiety  (calculated  as  the 
insecticide)  from  application  of  the 
insecticide  as  the  free  base  or  as  the 
hydrochloride  salt  in  or  on  the  following 
raw  agricultural  commodities: 


(FR  Doc.  88-21263  Filed  9-16-88;  8:45  am] 
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40  CFR  Parts  185  and  186 

[OPP-300177;  FRL-3449-7] 

Chlordimeform;  Revocation  of  Food 
and  Feed  Additive  Regulations 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 


action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  document  proposes  the 
revocation  of  the  food  additive  tolerance 
listed  in  40  CFR  185.750  and  the  feed 
additive  tolerance  listed  in  40  CFR 
185.750  for  combined  residues  of  the 
insecticide  chlordimeform  (Ar-(4-chloro- 
o-tolyl)-A/^/V-dimethylformamidine)  and 
its  metabolites  containing  the  4-chloro- 
otoluidine  moiety  (calculated  as  the 
insecticide)  in  or  on  dried  prunes  and  in 
the  animal  feed  dried  apple  pomace, 
resulting  fi-om  carryover  and 
concentration  of  residues  in  these 
processed  foods  and  feeds  when  present 
as  a  result  of  application  of  the 
insecticide  to  the  growing  crops  plums 
(fresh  prunes)  and  apples.  This  proposed 
action  is  being  initiated  by  EPA  to 
remove  food  additive  tolerances  which 
are  no  longer  necessary  because  the 
related  registered  uses  of  the  pesticide 
on  plums  (fresh  prunes)  and  apples  have 
been  voluntarily  cancelled  by  the 
registrants. 

date:  Written  comments,  identified  by 
the  document  control  number  (OPP- 
300177),  must  be  received  on  or  before 
November  18, 1988. 

ADDRESS:  By  mail,  submit  comments  to: 
Public  Docket  and  Freedom  of 
Information  Section,  Field  Operations 
Division  (TS-757C),  Office  of  Pesticide 
Programs,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  St.,  SW,,  Washington,  DC 
20460. 

In  person,  deliver  comments  to:  Rm.  246, 

CM  #2, 1921  Jefferson  Davis  Highway, 

Arlington,  VA. 

Information  submitted  as  a  comment 
concerning  this  document  may  be 
claimed  confidential  by  marking  any 
part  or  all  of  that  information  as 
“Confidential  Business  Information” 
(CBI).  Information  so  marked  will  not  be 
disclosed  except  in  accordance  with 
procedures  set  forth  in  40  CFR  Part  2.  A 
copy  of  the  comment  that  does  not 
contain  CBI  must  be  submitted  for 
inclusion  in  the  public  record. 
Information  not  marked  confidential 
may  be  disclosed  publicly  by  EPA 
without  prior  notice.  All  written 
comments  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  in  Rm.  246  at  the  address 
given  above,  from  8  a.m.  to  4  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  legal 
holidays. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 

By  mail:  Patricia  Critchlow,  Registration 
Division  (TS-767C),  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  St.,  SW,, 
Washington,  DC  20460. 

Office  location  and  telephone  number: 

Registration  Support  and  Emergency 

Response  Branch,  Rm.  716,  CM  #2, 
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1921  Jefferson  Davis  Highway, 

Arlington,  VA,  (703)-557-1806. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register,  EPA  is  publishing  a  related 
document  (OPP-300178)  which  proposes 
the  revocation  or  amendment  of 
tolerances  for  combined  residues  of 
chlordimeform  and  its  metabolites 
containing  the  4-chloro-o*toluidine 
moiety  (calculated  as  the  insecticide)  in 
or  on  various  raw  agricultural 
commodities,  including  revocation  of 
tolerances  for  apples  and  plums  (&esh 
prunes). 

The  registrations  for  the  use  of 
chlordimeform  on  the  growing  crops 
apples  and  plums  were  voluntarily 
cancelled  by  the  registrants  in  the  late 
1970's  and  early  1980’ s.  Therefore,  the 
food  additive  regulations  for  residues  of 
chlordimeform  in  dried  apple  pomace 
and  dried  prunes  are  no  longer 
necessary. 

Because  chlordimeform  is  not  a 
persistent  chemical  and  because  its 
registrations  for  use  on  apples  and 
plums  were  cancelled  more  than  4  years 
ago,  there  is  no  anticipation  of  residues 
occurring  in  the  commodities  because  of 
environmental  contamination. 
Consequently,  no  action  levels  will  be 
recommended  to  replace  the  food 
additive  tolerances  upon  their 
revocation. 

Based  on  the  information  considered 
by  the  Agency  and  discussed  herein  and 
in  the  related  proposed  rule  [OPP- 
300178]  published  in  this  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register,  EPA  proposes  to 
revoke  the  food  additive  tolerances  for 
combined  residues  of  chlordimeform 
and  its  metabolites  containing  the  4- 
chloro-o-toluidine  moiety  (calculated  as 
the  insecticide)  in  dried  prunes  and  in 
the  animal  feed  dried  apple  pomace 
resulting  from  carryover  and 
concentration  of  residues  in  these 
processed  foods  and  feed  when  present 
as  a  result  of  pesticide  application  to  the 
growing  crops  plums  (fresh  prunes)  and 
apples. 

On  February  19, 1988,  the  registrants 
of  chlordimeform,  Ciba-Geigy 
Corporation  and  Nor-Am  Chemical 
Company,  advised  the  Agency  that  they 
would  voluntarily  cancel  all 
chlordimeform  registrations,  including 
all  for  use  on  cotton,  effective  February 
19, 1989.  Both  companies  have  amended 
their  registrations  so  as  to  terminate 
those  registrations  on  February  19, 1989. 
The  registrants  also  requested  that 
cotton-related  tolerances  be  withdrawn 
on  December  31, 1990.  The  Agency  is 
reviewing  that  request  and  will  publish 


a  proposed  rule  to  revoke  cotton  related 
tolerances  at  the  appropriate  time. 

Based  on  the  voluntary  cancellation 
actions,  the  Agency  is  also  publishing  in 
this  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  a 
proposed  decision  not  to  initiate  a 
Special  Review  of  chlordimeform. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  this 
proposal  to  revoke  the  food  and  feed 
additive  tolerances  Usted  in  40  CFR 
185.750  and  186.750  for  combined 
residues  of  chlordimeform  in  dried 
primes  and  dried  apple  pomace, 
redesignated  from  21  193.60  and 

561.80,  respectively,  in  the  Federal 
RegistCT  of  June  29, 1988  (53  FR  24666). 
Comments  must  bear  a  notation 
indicating  the  document  control  number 
(OPP-300177).  Three  copies  of  the 
comments  should  be  submitted  to 
facilitate  the  work  of  the  Agency  and  of 
others  interested  in  reviewing  the 
comments.  All  written  comments  filed 
pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  in  Rm.  246,  CM  #2, 
1921  Jefferson  Davis  Highway, 

Arlington,  VA,  between  8  a.m.  and  4 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday,  except 
legal  holidays. 

In  order  to  satisfy  requirements  for 
analysis  as  specified  by  Executive  Order 
12291  and  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act, 
the  Agency  has  analyzed  the  costs  and 
benefits  of  this  proposal.  This  analysis 
is  available  for  public  inspection  in  Rm. 
246,  at  the  address  given  above. 

Executive  Order  12291 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  the 
Agency  must  determine  whether  a 
proposed  regulatory  action  is  “major” 
and  therefore  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  a  Regulatory  Impact 
Analysis.  The  Agency  has  determined 
that  Ais  proposed  rule  is  not  a  major 
regulatory  action,  i.e.,  it  will  not  have  an 
annual  effect  on  the  economy  of  at  least 
$100  million,  will  not  cause  a  major 
increase  in  prices,  and  will  not  have  a 
significant  adverse  effect  (m  competition 
or  the  ability  of  U.S.  enterprises  to 
compete  with  foreim  enterprises. 

This  proposed  nue  has  been  reviewed 
by  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  as  required  by  E.0. 12291. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

This  proposed  rule  has  been  reviewed 
under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of 
1980  (Pub.  L  96-354,  94  Stat.  1164  (5 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.)),  and  it  has  been 
determined  that  it  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  businesses, 
small  governments,  or  small 
organizations. 


This  regulatory  action  is  intended  to 
prevent  the  sale  of  foodstuffs  primarily 
where  the  subject  pesticide  has  been 
used  in  an  unregistered  or  illegal 
manner.  Because  all  registrations  for  use 
of  chlordimeform  on  apples  and  plums 
were  cancelled  by  1983,  it  is  anticipated 
that  little  or  no  economic  impact  would 
occur  at  any  level  of  business  enterprise. 

Accordingly,  I  certify  that  this 
regulatory  action  does  not  require  a 
separate  regulatory  flexibility  analysis 
under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Parts  185  and 
186 

Food  additives.  Animal  feeds. 
Pesticides  and  pests.  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

Dated:  August  24, 1968. 

Victor  J.  lOnun, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticides  and 
Toxic  Substances. 

Therefore,  it  is  proposed  that  40  CFR 
Chapter  I  be  amended  as  follows: 

PART  185— [AMENDED] 

1.  In  Part  185: 

a.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  185 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority*.  21  U.S.C.  348. 

§185.750  [Removed] 

b.  By  removing  §  185.750 
Chlordimeform. 

PART  186— [AMENDED] 

2.  In  Part  186: 

a.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  186 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  21  U.S.C  348. 

b.  Section  186.750  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  186.750  Chlordimeform. 

Tolerances  are  established  for 
combined  residues  of  the  insecticide 
chlordimeform  [Ar-(4-chloro-o-tolyl)- 
N.A/'-dimethyl-formamidine]  and  its 
metabolites  containing  the  4-chloro-o- 
toluidine  moiety  (calculated  as  the 
insecticide]  in  die  following  processed 
animal  feeds,  resulting  from  carryover 
and  concentration  after  application  of 
the  pesticide  to  the  growing  crops: 


Cotranocfilies 

Parts  per 
million 

10 
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